
Editorial

This issue of Action Research begins and ends with ‘Notes from the field’; the first
from Shankar Sankaran, describing his journey through the USA meeting action
researchers, and the second with Yoland Wadsworth giving an account of the
journey she made with Peter Reason to Bangladesh in March 2004.

We are truly grateful to Shankar for taking the time (and spending the
money!) to help connect action researchers across oceans and disciplines. Shankar
raises timely issues about the transparency of the journal review process, better
use of websites and more face-to-face meetings, all of which deserve serious con-
sideration. We are happy to continue this conversation in these pages.

In our second ‘Notes from the field’, Yoland Wadsworth writes of ‘Beloved
Bangladesh’ and provides a western glimpse of participatory action research and
the animator-resource work of Research Initiatives Bangladesh. This visit pro-
vided an opportunity to contribute to the developing South–North Dialogue on
action research which Orlando Fals Borda (1996) called for and which has been
a feature of the World Congresses of Action Research initiated in 1991 in
Brisbane. Peter shares with Yoland the sense of huge privilege and learning from
visiting a majority world country, sitting in villages hearing the stories of gono
gobeshoks (peoples’ researchers) and how participatory research has ‘sharpened
their minds’. It fits with the purpose of Action Research to link different varieties
of action research so that we can have accounts of developments in action
research in the majority world and in the western world in the same issue.

In between these ‘Notes’ are three articles. Jackie Amsden and Rob
VanWynsberge write about their work with engaging young people in developing
‘youth friendly’ health services. They show how participatory action research can
be used in engaging and empowering ways to tap into the knowledge and experi-
ences of youth. Their reflective critique of their work includes interesting 
reflections on the need to integrate participation and action in a project like this.
Ian Hughes and Lin Yuan provide a reflection on action research in the People’s
Republic of China. They show that while there has been a tradition of participa-
tory research in China, this has conflicted with the authoritarian Confucian 
traditions of Chinese culture. They conclude that Chinese forms of action
research will develop: there can be no universally applicable model of action
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research and that a form particularly applicable to the Chinese context is likely to
arise and that this may be aided through dialogue between western and eastern
ways of knowing and doing.

Nathan Moates, Achilles Armenakis, Brian Gregory, David Albritton and
Hubert Feild ask how one can ensure that data gathered in an action research
organization development project is representative of the whole organization. A
first round of organization diagnosis with a disappointing response rate left the
team with the nagging question, ‘What can we really say about this organization
given this response rate?’ They describe a process through which action groups
were invited to explore the representativeness of the diagnosis before proceeding
to action planning.

Action Research has featured a number of successful special issues – and
indeed the next issue will be focussed on Ethics and Action Research – and it is
our intention to continue our policy of commissioning special issues in areas of
key significance for action research. At the end of this issue you will find an 
editorial policy statement about this, and a call for papers for a special issue, The
Praxis of Educating Action Researchers, to be edited by Morten Levin and Ann
Martin. Please respond to either or both if you have suggestions.

Peter Reason
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